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Claims 1-20 are pending in the application. Claims 1-20 were rejected 
Under 35 U.S.C. §1 63(a). 

Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 5 103(a) 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under 35 U S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,148,069 issued to Ekstrom et al. on November 14, 
2004 in view of U.S. Pateht Application Number 2004/001 V908 issued to Pelletier 
et al. dated January 29, 2004. 

Applicants have avoided this ground of rejection for the following reasons. 

Applicants assert that even if it were proper to combine the cited 
references, the resulting cbrrjbinajion wou Jd^ not ift^Vob^gus' applicants' claims. 
This is because neither Ekstrom nor Pelletierteach or suggest ^11031^8' claim 1 
limitation, as amended, that now recites, 

"a control component that comprises an interface usable by 
an administrator to designate one or more tends and one or more 
announcements that are playable in a communication session as 
interruptible, wherein the one or mote tones designated as 
interrubtible ate not limited to dial tone information Streams .'' 

As stated in the Office Action, Ekstrom does SO* teach this limitation. 
Applicants note that Pelletier does riot teach the limitation either. Instead, 
Pelletier discloses that a subscriber may cte'ss e key on^ ^ telephone to interrupt 
a dial tone information Stream, as stated in paragraph 0023. However, contrary 
to applicants' claim 1, Pelletier does rioj teach that the one or more tones 
designated as interruptible are not limited td diai tones information streams, as 
recited in appiicants' dai^ interrupt 

; : 0023-6027; thus, Pelletier is missing ^6 feleme brirndte ^ 

tones designated as interruptible a^ V 
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Thus, the clear teaching of Ekstrom With Pel|#tter is that the one or more 
tones designated as inlerruptible ar£ limited tb dial tone information streams. 

Since neither reference teaches dr suggest! that -the one or more tones 
designated as interrupts 

recited in applicants' claim 1, a combination of the references cannot teach or 
suggest the limitation. Therefore claim n^rpb^ftue*\- : 
Since clairi^ 



Independent clairtis 14 ahql 20 each have apliffrttaitibn Simitar to that of 
Independent daim 1, which was Shewn js taught by the proposed 
combination. For Example, claims 14 and ^0 r^fe, "^ferieih this one or iiwre 
tones designated as interfuptibte are hot limited to dial tone information streams 11 . 
The proposed combination of Ekstrom and Pelletier does hot teach this limitation 
for the above-mentioned reasons; Therefore, claims 14 and 20 are likewise 



14, these dependent claims are also allowable over the proposed combination 
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Conclusion ' \; • ..' 

It is resp&btfuily dUbftilft^a th&t the Of^p^ 
overcome and tjhsit this aipip^ for allowance. 

Reconsiddi^ph shd afl 

In view of the above amendments and remarks, allowance of all claims 
pending is respectfully requested. If a telephSite dohference would be of 
assistance in advancing the prosecution of this application, the Examiner is 
invited to call applicants 1 attorney. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Carmen B. Patti 
Attoimi#ifer Applicants 
No. 26,764 



Dated: June 8, 2006 



Carmen B. patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
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